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AN LHnfe (artificial intelligence: Al) 1Z3EHD T —24%2ME TWbH ESbN b, HEHRE S
BT, BEEBEDRO LAFIC L DEMARDOMIRT =2 T4 73T ¥ Z0YEE % HIIZ AL
ADBEMPTHOI TS,

BURREE RN OBEAA R SN TS AIDE S, WO EFR L CHIERIERE ML, #
Wit et odesg, TR TPHRTFNAESIEVTAIERHWE SN TWES., TRHAIOT VT
A 2IZ1E, B2 (machine learning: ML) ®—2 T 4@ %58 (deeplearning: DL) 7% &AW\ 5
nTwnsb,

AHTIZ, AL ZDHEMEE %2 ML & OBRZMILL, BOSHREFFHIR TR ST 5 b D&,
MLEEMIZED b L~ P2 5. F72, WifgZ2HV7-DLOBIZBIL, AIBEOMES, 4%0
ATFFDJEFIIZ DWW TR 5,

ui

F—T—F DGRBS, NTHE, BeEE, REYE, BAkAZa—-F Ay FT—7.

Abstract

Artificial intelligence (Al) is said to have reached its third boom. In the radiology field, the imple-
mentations of Al is being carried out for the solution of doctor shortage and improvement of work-life bal-
ance. Many Als that are being introduced into the field of radiology use deep learning (DL), which is one
of machine learning (ML) . The DL is used in the algorithm for Al system, which extracts useful informa-
tion for diagnosis, determining a treatment strategy, and prognostication by using image features. This paper
outlines the relationship between Al and its underlying ML and trends in research related to ML, taking as
an example what is being considered in the field of radiology. In addition, we will outline the example of DL
using medical images and describe the problems of Al development. Finally, we will discuss about the future
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developments of Al in radiology.

Key Words: Radiology, Artificial intelligence, Machine learning, Deep learning, Convolutional neural net-

work.
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Yoo— 7 omE#es 2L, millnl 2o Al
7 — 241 & X EEEAR (information technolo-
gy: IT) BIEDBEBENRE SRR -TA.
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(machine learning: ML) ®—2T& % {58
(deep learning: DL) #33EH D7 — A% %13 T
ZLHWONL L) o TE T

DUFTIE, AlE Z202fEL 72 2 ML & O BIfR
ZHESL L, HORE A TR S CTw A ML
BSEIFFEDAED b L v FIZOWTINRZ % 41
ELTHT 5. F72, TLEOEREDEAIC
TN TV 5B DL%E W72 586 3 & O
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AI £ ML

1. AI & ML OB

Ty = A EBRERERY 12X 5, AlE
&, TALWZFETEIHSR, AR, 1575
7 va v, i (HEBED, MER, S5, o
A, S EOMM G A HH TS
HIENTELIERMIA =X L, | LEHRS
nTwab. 112, Al ML, DLOWEHERZ
R

MLIZAI Z R T 2 HEDO—DTH DY, M
SR 224 TUE, MLO—H#Td 5 DLZH W
TP IESALEE S 2 7 A AL EFEN S Z L 28
%< roTWwh, MLIZ, K& A58 &
HhiZz Lok E b,

YA D FE TR, Bz, BRMEEoES
&I D & 9 \HEE B WA T b T B ER (2
NEEMRT—5 L)) »oT7—5 OR#HER
ML, ZNHIZES S REOHEET IV AWK

T5. TOHKk, HBOEFIHN L TZDOHEE
TVEREMAL, Wt HmT S —F, Hilik
LB TIE, BRkEEoF—52FHL, Zh
SR ERD, Ny —URh T T 45
479 . EPEE > T v — 5 B0
FEW, ERSHT - FlEAT) HICHH S b,
F 7% ML& L T, support vector machine
(SVM), random forest (RF), convolutional
neural network (CNN) 7 & O# A Y 28 A
BB E F I DA I HE T W 510,
CNN®» 9 b, convolution 8% ZELLzb D%
deep neural network (DNN), ¥ 7-1XDL &I
B PHERTFHOREEZELCT 5010, %
BOFEHNBLOWGEH T 2L EBET 5.
RENACEN 2 R BT 7 B 2 H 7 — %
Bofatiznd (K3 (D).

2. MGHREZ RO ML

1) ML & Computer Aided Diagnosis (CAD)
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[ImageCheckerR| (R2 Technologytl) @1
LIRS NS, 19984E1%, CAD LA & HIFFIE
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HEREVEE AN L CHEEZIT). ThICLD
2HDEMDHERT HVbWE T TN —F 1~
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ZIFTWAY, CADIZ, I ¥ ¥ a— ¥ ok
Rz [FZoA] L LTRETZ2H0THY,
RALZ LRI X W iTbh 5.
2) ML H

12, BURMREEHIEIC S Tw s ML
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Classifier [%]

(a) ELEMLOFESE

o

-

o
308 !
8
5
3
S
£ 4

05 @ Median

AD/MCI
Depress
ADHD
Autism
Eplepsy
Stroke

Tumor

N
o
@

TBI

%)
=

g

(c) BEFRBIIE 1 DML R AE
(BER)

Segmentatlon detecti i
dlagn05|s, 0.6
Identlflcatlon
predi
Purpose [%

—BMIZML T, &9, EffEsT—2%
oy MIBWT, L migRs, T30
MOMATEH L OMREFE TS (X203l .
C DR, IEfEE MR RS R L OBMRE
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71.8
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Depress, Parkinson’s disease: PD, attention-
deficit hyperactivity disorder: ADHD, autism,
epilepsy, multiple sclerosis: MS, stroke, trau-
matic brain injury: TBI) TAFWBEZ 209 420 5
fER SN72bDTH 5.

BI3IZHBT, AW 2R BIRTZEICFIE S
NTWwsMLE LTI, SVM2A R b % <
(55.7%), WED Y 7 AL S
(71.8%), ZN5HOREIIHA0.7-0.9TH D,
WEPEAE & 7 IE B B o Hh (B 1 120 1T
o7z DS E B O DL OB, 5
3FE2HITIRT.

3) DL OALAA
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work: NN) Z B U7z DL 2S99 72 ) {5 58 %
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T, T—FIIHANTRENVS, DLTIX, AN
JE»OUGE B KT — 5 #EADFMEL TRD
HENZBATT S (ZhE, &ihA: convolution
L)) Ay M= REENETH S.
DL, AJifE#ucx LC, &Mooz 1y
V, ENSOEADREITo T2 tk, BARIIHIBT
EFNELTORY b T =7 R L TR
F)#¥ 3 % (convolutional NN: CNN & (X
%), BENnExZERIC L7723 D% deep CNN,
¥ 721, —#%1Z deep learning (DL) & -5,
DLTI&, *#EICHV D ANERDIZ T ESw»
3L, BRBOKRETHIE SN EZOELD
ZALL, 2y PI—=27OFHREEIIELS 2 5.
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RREZHESTNTELEEDLND Y, #)H
HOMEREEONDL ALY AT LADHESNS
WHREMEDHCTE TV A,

EREHEADODLOICHA

BUE F TIZDLIE, Ak 72 56 LB
ENTRTWEY, EHEIGRDH 5, RIKGH,
B2 28 5 L R BAL AR 5 7 &\ DLAYFIH &
NTwab. LTI, BUSHREAEIR DAL O R
%% w7z DLIfgEE ¥ A7 206, BLO
TR ER 24 SRR 351 5 DLEFZED Bl % 739, 1L
GHRREE IR TIE, FICXHE, MRI, CT,
PET/SPECT {4 3 X OS5 i 1% % i L T
W57z, oG EIHIHTHRRS.

1) BUHREE 22 DAt o i % % H 72 DL

VUFS, Tl g 2R s DL o I 1 15 % 1)
W7z DLAFZE - ¥ A7 L 0Bl RT (£1).

W33 2 DLAH O 9 5, NS 5
BRDEATHDEHDODD—>THS. Hirasawa
5, WIS L 2 DLBEREMRE Y AT L2 5K
LTEY, BRIV 770 SR, 7116 %
J&EE92.2% THMW L72Y. 72, Ko Nuigm
%% M35 ALY 7 b7 = 7 EndoBRAINR I3,
2018 47 AN B2 4 iy [ B i S 0k D B i MR S e 2K 32
ZHUSL, 20194E3 HICHIRASBIB S TWw 5.
EndoBRAINRIZH W 5N TWARITL v ¥ V1,

#1 EHWi{%% M7z DL -

BERl
HIREE
KGERLD
DI IR EF T8
BEER
FERTEEERKEETE
CY OV A e ]
EMZREER
*5/)—%
RERASIRE  IAAD /N \EERF

FEEADOSVMIZ L Y HBETVAERL TV D
720, DL X ) IZFEEOBIM X 2 35Wrik6E
DEALZE LW LI TH B Y.

REEE (REBERKHG) ZHwizAlY AT
AZBWT LWL AL EA TV S, Ll
BEWBIN T % 284,335 A D BHIREG A 5 78
L72ETIVIE, 12,026 A& 999 AD 2D DM L
FRBEHET =5y MIBUYABEEICB VT, 4
e EOMBEGRICHIEE - gmibTE vt
EZ LN Tz LMEGERKN T2 Pl L7222,
F 72, HRECGEL A O 85 IR B IR F & e 5
H5A1YV 7 b =7 IDx-DRIZ, 2018 4F 12K
FDA DGR R LT 5™,

B R EGHAODLAH b R % 215 Tw
%. Estevab® 1%, HHWEGELZ OMORH
RIS A EEIZB W T, Google 28—k 2B
L CTw 5 GoogLeNet (Inception-v3) % M\,
BMAHE & M OBMHERERT (BB %
JEFRHE = 53.3%, CNN-PA=553%) Z &%
= L 72. CNN-PA L (%, part alignment-based
method generates parts by using co-segmentation
and alignment% =ML, CNNO—~FETH 5.
¥ 72, Haenssle 5% &, X5/ —< D& EEH
BENIZB VT, 58 ADORHEE & DL % ik
L, DL2S3 etz /R L7z (AUC : B2
FHE =0.79, DL=10.86) Z & & L7z, AUC

YAT LD (RIEE IR A

RRE=92.2% 18

EndoBRAIN® (ZEHEERAIRE) * 19
AUC: t£31=0.97, E2{E=0.71,

IR #EHA M E=0.70 20

IDx-DR (FDAZERFH) 21
F2E: RERE=53.3%,

CNN-PA=55.3% 22
AUC: E[EFIE=0.79, DL=0.86 23
AUC: fRIEE =0.966, DL=0.994 24

*EndoBRAINIZIESVMM LGN TS MY, EBEFV IV T7ELTHE T H1=HIZERELT-,

AUC: ROCHE#2 FEF&(AUC: area under the curve)

CNN-PA: part alignment-based method generates parts by using co-segmentation and alignment

DL: deep learning
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&, area under the receiver operating character-
istic curve & BT 5.

X512, HDBADY UHEBOREZ 5 4
FiZX 2Bz BWTd, DLAYRHEEL D b b
FTHIIENRTE T E (AUC : WHLEE = 0.966,
DL =0.994) Ay ShTw2™,
2) TAHRRER AR O Wi {5 &2 v 72 DL

TR 22 T, EICXHME, MRI, CT,
PET/SPECT W%, HB¥E M %% x4 & LCTDL
WHIEAfTh N T\ 5. 212, F 7% DLUEOH]
NG

B E A X RS 2 W 7R o BHNIZ B W T,
Lakhani 52 &, 2200 R % 5 A CNN
(AlexNet 3 X UFGoogLeNet) #fH L, Mi{%%
Nk OBBEE BT 5D DL 2D DITHH
L7z, B X g b Crlit%iE AUC=0.99 DFEEE
THEEINz. Fiz, 14HEBEOMREOKRE S
A7 TiE, 105 Lo KR A X g &
JCIC CheXNet & 44 fF 1T H 7z 121 g O fENLE %
AT HCNNEFTVZFH LT, TOEIIKEEZ

4, 7, 25, 284FDFEEREATT B 4% ORSFRE
PE X i L7z, CheXNetld, WBS#RHE D1y
XY XS (F1 score: CheXNet=0.435, JiX
URRHEE 4 =0.387) ZfR7 L i ST b,

NEOFREOL v M7 v BEE W2 EE
WEHMEOMZE™ Tix, CNNEF IV 2 Jli UHGE
T 579012, 2fEFEr 55 N7214,036 D L
b B ZUSHHS T A B RR R S
SAHLR—=IDPHMT—2E L THwONT.
CNN & 7V & HREHR IS X 2 454 i 2 il o
FHFEIZOTH o 72. CNNEF VL, FHMD
U RRER & [ 55 O IE A S CTH O BLE % i 2
TEXZEPHMEINTV S,

R CT A S KBUE, 2Pk % % M5
572D CNN 7V I XA OWRE % 374l L 72 1F
7e% TlE, KEREX, EIEI0%, AUC=0.91D
PERE TR S, INAEZEIL, JRIE62%, HRELE
96%, AUC=0.81 DVERETHI S 7z, THERIERE:
WCTH 5 CNNZHHWT, BHEORERET L% H
Bt o Z e IfE s G, F72, FFBCTIC

#2 BEMWEiEZHCZDLEIZE « ¥ 27 A0 (BUH#RE k)

AlexNet,

e fER DR GoogLeNet AUC=0.99 25
: 1FEEOMEEBEDR S F1 score: CheXNet=0.435, Fu&t 55} o
H enne E=0387
LIUNTUER B B ST BAETILEMFREEDZE =0r% 27
- JKEESE : B EE90%, AUC=0.91,
KERAE. BAEMERE BB B E62%, S EE96%, AUC 28
DR gy
" FFIESE DRI : AUC=0.84,
r L AR AT —5 5 : AUC=0.92 29
$RMERE (ZF2) :AUC=0.74,
FERESDFEHSE HEITHEARHESE (2 F3) :AUC=0.76, 30
FFREZE (F4) : AUC=0.73
R EN AR D% AUC=0.942 31
St AlexNet: R =73.6%, &) =73.1%
MRI WREZ=722s@El) | A GoogleNet: 13t =98.1%, Bx#) = 32
4] | GoogleNet
94.8%
BRRCTER T 4ERIE8E =84.8+17.3 HU 33
FLARE RS RENE GoogleNet  AUC=0.942, BtE86%, 15 EE96% 34
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B 2 HHEE DS TlE, 12/8DCNN %
W, 55536ty hDF¥AF3Iv 7 CTIZBITS
5% 5 3 —ORFHEE 0N bz, 1004E
BIOER T 2 MZBWT, TR OE N B O
WEIZ084 ThoTz. AT TV —%00T 572
BHDAUCIX0.92THh - 7z, FFHHEE D CT i
1230 < CNNIZ & 29l B O BEM: & Yasaka
5N DHRESN TS, WMEE, TR
HEES L O HZ 2 Z W+ 572D AUCIKE, £
nZh0.74, 0.76, 0.73TH Y, Yasaka b3,
IS OB ERE & ATl L 72,

FEHERMRI T, AL ME SR (magnetic
resonance angiography: MRA) Wi{% % H\wC,
HENEIIRE OB 2 Hi9IZ, CNNZH Wi
AT LABHEIMTHILTWS Y, 30065 DO M{E T b
L—= v 7 LI E 7V % 100 4E B CHERERE
fili L7250, MU A5 21, VERHZY 2.9
DB D 94.2% DR FE CTEIRE 2 B L
7z,

MRI % FJ\VCHEEBHMRI > — 7 = v A % HE)
SETLHZELRALNTVD?, W & REE
HHBEELZ AT L 78 ANDBE, BXOEEEY
W2 L =B MRS % 49 5 78 AOFHZEN
HILEZED6DODOMRI Y —27 T A (T2 57
%, FLAIR, T2~ 5 (g, 350 mg,
ADC~v 7, BLUMRA) %, AlexNetB L
GoogleNetiZ X » T/HHH L 72, AlexNetld, %
TN—TDHPAT A T, 73.6%DEPHRGEE
#aRL, HERORA T4 AT, 731%DFEE%
RL72. —7Ji, GoogleNet, #NZ1198.1%,
BLUPUI%TH -7z, 72, MRIZH\TH
W CTIR %2 KT A2 LI CNNAISH ST
WA RERRERETE 2 ET 5 HINIZB W T,
NLE L g R 28 57:9, CT%
MRICE &I Z 5 2 L ICHOARE>TWV5.
MEFEIL CTICE D WIS hTw 5
72, MRIZ2SAKCTHZ B § 5 ik v E
EEINTWS, Hin b2k, 27O CNN %= H
WT, 18 A ES; B O T s i 5 5 CT
BaER I N2, CTHhE G CTRDO T
MaxtiR Ik, EWEE T/4.8+ 173 HUTH
D, 7 b7 AZHED RS (945 +17.8 HU)

IOVABEIZERL TV G SN TV S,
FLIRE IR {21235\ T, Han &% 1%, 4254
o BRMIRES X 31540 EWREZ &
7 — %+t v b % GoogLeNet % I\ TR L 7.
SR TEIL O IRHE L BUR BB RS R I & 5 729,
SEEBHB Y AT A TIE R WA, AUC=0.9, &
J£ 86 %, HRHEE6 % DREIERER L TV 5.

AIFRFEORE R

Al ¥ AT A DRZEA~OE NI, DR
REHAL L)L TEXLZTRVERHIE IR
TWwah, LeLAads, AEANFERIND F
T, Rsniriud s s 2 vEE Lown
L OPDOMEEEH D, LTIZZOREN LD
DEIRT.

1. ¥87F—420OFEME

1) Mif%7— 7 Ma oL <

— MR, % OB EA SR E (MRIZ&
E) BT HEEOMIIZENDH B Z LA
MHENTWE®, Zhit, HEA—-—7—HO
N—= R 2 7 DHENNIFED L HG/ST A —F —
OO E Y, T, HAOEFITHT
TANE —FOBRUISGEDOENLREITLS.
ENOHOFENE LWL BB, 728 ZF—
A= —DRBOEBETHo72L LT, EAK
FICIZR 2 2B TH D, ) 15
BHGLEE LT 5.
2) T — & VR o K

A A 520 72 O M R o 3 B gee 7' 1
LADTRTCEHFRLFETEHL, av
Ea—510h)RdWETATAZ LEAR
WEETHAH., T070, TXTORERIELNIC
BOCTHBANCHEM T — 7 2S5 2 & HYE
LWZEDIRIHEN TS, — KT, %Kik
NIBEWRNBBEOBHI D X H 12, MLIZX Y%L
DF—FDOTWETVERESEL, HWHBIF)
M52 Ei2XY, EZFEN LT 2WEND
LIEDRETHL. Told, IV
fi 7 — % 2 LT 2E D ThbN T 5. Hhil
F— ZERACES L CIE, BERIC X 2 K]l As Bk it
ICEND T ENL . BIZIE, TREDBFE P
ET A GHEI IXEZENHERILETH
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5. ZOO, WEOFEFMLIL, EiOTFH)
WKEOWREENLZEDRL W, L2LEDED,
COMEERL S ORI ZLEET D20, LD
M ENT T — & 2V % Y — VOB E
Ihs.
2. T—H2DOmMEE

EHMFLFIIBIT 2MEORKE (7—%) @
FTAHEE, R EE OB ATEH L MoE
FToNTwaE., 2070, ZORELAIY AT
LRI L # HE ST D20, Bix e iefhoi) &
NTw5, MHBEXICE HHEE, BEOTH,
EAE OB 2 SN E RET 57200
HALAIZ L DRIEEhTWwb, AlY AT L RESE
DIODOREERETH 5 R %7 — 7 KIS
LT, MAEHG#EL, JEWICRE R
WHTHAH A v7+—sFartrirosok
AWAAG 70 72 O\ EANE I & Wb vz ALRESE
bH 5. PR L AR ED T VA
LB e YT ADERDPEETH LY.
3. EEESEATOME

PR A X R L ICBR LT, BR3E N R bk 2
WA ORBERZTINE RS2V, Al
W L7 RS O, SRR LIE IOV
T, BELVWHELIEM SN TWwa. DLTIE,
B4R L7z & ) IHIBERFE O 275 & 212
ENTBLT, ZEZFOR/KRICEST-OD) %R
FHAGRIZIEDOWTHHT 52 EATE TR
W, L7228 T, AIEFEEZRICIE, 7997
Ry 7 AW, FEBIC & B VRO MERER 7 221L,
FETFT—OBRIZL YV HROESPAELLZ L
L, MEEFEHINTHNL Y.,

BEHEESERICH T B AIBROERH

MR 25 L LT, MEHREZFIC B v
TWHALY AT AICHT 2 B0IEFEFITE .
Mex RFRIIBWTEHOAIEEL v ¥ 5 VT
O, MROME, MRS Tw 5.
F72, DLEH W EHE b aE43mL Tw
W, AlB L ODLIZIE, Bean - SHsEmics
MERNBENE TN TS, BHEHEAZh F
TISHRI S Z FATHRILCCEZLHIC, Th
5ERBAICHAZ E HERINTVWEY, AR

TR EE 2 84 T, DL O HARRY 28 5 i
KT 5y ¥ a yos KRl & 0 U Chif
SNbh L, BBHEZERENRBZEMLTEY,
WSHRE SRR IC BT A a vy Ea—y Tur s
IV TLIEEEFE LTS, v
Ya—%7ar 53y 708 L 2 ighehE
DGO IF 2z T b Bbh s,

AEGTRUZBE SIS LTH, e s
AELS NIHED T 5. gkl 7 — 7 O A ICH
L CTid, ALKRBU#44%%, quantitative imag-
ing biomarker alliance (QIBA)™ % #likL, &
N EHIFEICET 2mr B EL T 5.
HARIZBWTY, HARBSMESS, HABR
MRS X 0 J-QIBAASHAME S 4, HLY A
PRE>TVBY,

F— Y AROMBEIZOWTIE, EHAWZ
T = R—=ADEMHPH#ATH S, BIfE, HE
PRSI ZE B S B O SRPIGRE D —> & LT, H
KEHMWGET— ¥ X—A7Fay s+ (J-MID)
HHEATHCTH 5+,

Y7 — % OVE D Wi, MEEHER &0
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